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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

I I )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 
Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 
Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



1) 
2) 

3)U 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) CH Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20070618 



Application/Control Number: 10/662,230 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2162 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is issued in response to the Amendment/Petition filed on 01/16/2007. 

2. No claims were amended. No claims were canceled. No claims were added. 

3. This action is made Final. 

4. Claims 1-16 are pending in this application. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on 06/06/2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claim 1 - 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Eyal et 
al. (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2004/0177096 A1, filed: January 24, 2000). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Eyal discloses a method for providing to a user media 
suggestions based on lists associating media segment references using one or more 
general purpose data processors (Page 5, [0062], lines 1 - 5, Eyal), comprising: 
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retrieving said lists (Page 4, [0036], lines 2-7, Eyal 1 ) and parsing their media 
segment references into searchable records comprising text descriptors of 
corresponding media segments (Page 10 and 1 1 , [0127] and [01 37], lines 6 - 8 and 6 - 
14; respectively, Eyal 2 ), 

storing said records into memory available to said processor in combination with 
any previously stored records (Fig. 6, item 470, Page 12, [0152], lines 4-6, Eyal), 

receiving a user request comprising text descriptors and specification of an 
output text descriptor type (Page 1 1 and 1 4, [0145] and [0177], lines 1 - 3 and 4 - 6; 
respectively, Eyal), 

searching said stored lists and retrieving lists comprising one or more records 
comprising one or more text descriptors matching said user input text descriptors (Page 
11, [01 45], lines 3 -5, Eyal 3 ), 

compiling a list of unique text descriptors of the output type that are present in 
said retrieved lists (Page 1 1 , [0145], lines 6-14, Eyal), 

scoring each of said unique text descriptors of the output type according to the 
number of said retrieved lists it appears in (Page 14, [0178], lines 1 - 7, Eyal), and 

providing to said user a list of top-scoring text descriptors of said unique text 
descriptors (Page 21 , [0269], lines 4 - 8 and 14 - 16, Eyal 4 ). 

1 Examiner interprets: accessing the addresses, which contain play-lists, as retrieving lists. 

2 Eyal's disclosure teaches parsing media (Page 10, [0127], lines 6-8, Eyal). Eyal further discloses how 
the media information is stored according to searchable records (Page 11, [0137], lines 6-14, Eyal). 

3 Wherein user input text descriptor correspond to "nature sounds". 

4 Eyal's disclosure teaches methods for scoring text descriptors (related to media information) including 
rating them from best to worst (Page 21 , [0269], lines 4-8, Eyal). Eyal further discloses that the rating 
information will be provided to other users (Page 21, [0260], lines 14 - 16, Eyal). This implies that "best to 
worst" scores will be displayed to users. Examiner interprets that "best to worst" scores implies that top 
scores and lowest scores will be displayed to users. 
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Regarding Claim 9, Eyal discloses a data processing system for providing to a 
user media suggestions based on lists associating media segment references (Page 5, 
[0062], lines 1-5, Eyal), comprising: 

(a) a general purpose data processor of known type for processing data (Page 6, 

[0077], lines 5-7, Eyal); 

(b) data storage means for storing data on a storage medium (Fig. 4, item 247, 

Page 8, [0104], lines 9 - 10, Eyal); 

(c) means for retrieving said lists associating media segments (Page 4, [0036], 
lines 2-7, Eyal 5 ) and parsing them into searchable records comprising text descriptors 
of corresponding media segments and storing said records into said data storage with 
any previously stored records (Page 10 and 1 1 , [0127] and [0137], lines 6 - 8 and 6 - 
14; respectively, Eyal 6 ); 

(d) means for receiving a user request comprising text descriptors and 
specification of an output text descriptor type (Page 1 1 and 14, [0145] and [01 77], lines 
1-3 and 4-6; respectively, Eyal); 

(e) means for searching said stored lists and retrieving lists comprising one or 
more records comprising one or more text descriptors matching said user input text 
descriptors (Page 1 1 , [0145], lines 3-5, Eyal 7 ); 



5 Examiner interprets: accessing the addresses, which contain play-lists, as retrieving lists. 

6 Eyal's disclosure teaches parsing media (Page 10, [0127], lines 6-8, Eyal). Eyal further discloses how 
the media information is stored according to searchable records (Page 1 1 , [01 37], lines 6-14, Eyal). 

7 Wherein user input text descriptor correspond to "nature sounds". 
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(f) means for compiling a list of unique text descriptors of the output type that are 
present in said retrieved lists (Page 11, [0145], lines 6-14, Eyal); 

(g) means for scoring each of said unique text descriptors of the output type 
according to the number of said retrieved lists it appears in (Page 14, [0178], lines 1 - 7, 
Eyal); 

(h) means for providing to said user a list of top-scoring text descriptors of said 
unique text descriptors (Page 21 , [0269], lines 4 - 8 and 14 - 16, Eyal 8 ). 



Regarding Claim 2 and 10, Eyal discloses a data processing system wherein 
said lists associating media segment references are retrieved through a data network 
(Page 1 , [0009], lines 7-8, Eyal). 

Regarding Claim 3 and 1 1 , Eyal discloses a data processing system wherein 
said lists associating media segment references are HTML pages retrieved through a 
TCP/IP network (Page 6 and 12, [0076] and [0156], lines 6 - 9 and 7 - 8, Eyal). 

Regarding Claim 4 and 12, Eyal discloses a data processing system wherein 
said retrieval, parsing and storage of said lists associating media segment references is 



8 Eyal's disclosure teaches methods for scoring text descriptors (related to media information) including 
rating them from best to worst (Page 21 , [0269], lines 4-8, Eyal). Eyal further discloses that the rating 
information will be provided to other users (Page 21, [0260], lines 14-16, Eyal). This implies that "best to 
worst" scores will be displayed to users. Examiner interprets that "best to worst" scores implies that top 
scores and lowest scores will be displayed to users. 
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automatically performed as new lists become available (Page 2, [0015], lines 14-19, 
Eyal). 

Regarding Claim 5 and 13, Eyal discloses a data processing system wherein the 
locations of said lists associating media segment references is stored in a master list 
(Fig. 20, item 2075, Page 19, [0253], lines 1 - 5, Eyal). 

Regarding Claim 6 and 14, Eyal discloses a data processing system wherein the 
scores of said unique text descriptors of the output type is modified by adding the 
number of unique locations of said master list on which said unique text descriptor has 
been found, multiplied by a weighting factor (Page 1 7, [021 7], lines 5-11, Eyal 9 ). 

Regarding Claim 7 and 15, Eyal discloses a data processing system wherein 
said user requests are the descriptors of media segments just purchased or served to a 
user, sent automatically as a consequence of said purchasing or serving (Fig.11, items 
982 and 984, Eyal). 

Regarding Claim 8 and 16, Eyal discloses a data processing system wherein 
media segments corresponding to said top-scoring text descriptors are automatically 
made available to a user (Page 21 , [0269], lines 4-16, Eyal 10 ). 

9 Wherein rating corresponds to weight claimed. 

10 According to Eyal's disclosure, the rating information will be displayed to the user (Page 21 , [0269], 
lines 14-16, Eyal). Examiner interprets that this rating information will include top-scoring information 
also. In addition, Examiner interprets this procedure to be automatically, not only because manual 
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Response to Arguments 

1 . In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., "advantage of lists associating media references with each other", "to find 
media related to search criteria", "compiling a database of lists...", "...information 
implicit in associating lists..", "...the ability to find related media..." ) are not recited in 
the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

USPTO personnel are to give claims their broadest reasonable interpretation in light of 
the supporting disclosure. In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44 USPQ2d 1023, 
1027-28 (Fed. Cir. 1997). Limitations appearing in the specification but not recited in the 
claim should not be read into the claim. E-Pass Techs., Inc. v. 3Com Corp., 343 F.3d 
1364, 1369, 67 USPQ2d 1947, 1950 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (claims must be interpreted "in 
view of the specification" without importing limitations from the specification into the 
claims unnecessarily). In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-551 
(CCPA 1969). See also In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321-22, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 
1322 (Fed. Cir. 1989) ("During patent examination the pending claims must be 
interpreted as broadly as their terms reasonably allow.... The reason is simply that 

intervention is not necessarily involved, but also because Eyal's teachings disclose automatic methods 
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during patent prosecution when claims can be amended, ambiguities should 
be recognized, scope and breadth of language explored, and clarification imposed.... An 
essential purpose of patent examination is to fashion claims that are precise, clear, 
correct, and unambiguous. Only in this way can uncertainties of claim scope be 
removed, as much as possible, during the administrative process."). 



(Page 16, [0207], lines 4-5, Eyal) 
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Conclusion 

1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Prior Art Made Of Record 

1 . Eyal et al. (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2004/01 77096 A1 , filed: January 24, 2000) 
discloses a streaming media search system. 

2. Rapaport et al. (US Patent No. 5,890,1 52) discloses a personal feedback 
browser for obtaining media files. 

3. Bolle et al. (US Patent No. 6,675,1 74 B1 ) discloses a system and method for 
measuring similarity between a set of known temporal media segments and a one or 
more temporal media streams. 

4. Bolle et al. (US Patent App. Pub. No. 2003/0033347 A1 ) discloses a method and 
apparatus for inducing classifiers for multimedia based on unified representation of 
features reflecting disparate modalities. 



V i » 

» 
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Points Of Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Giovanna Colan whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2752. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

* 

Giovanna Colan 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2162 
June 18,2007 
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